^MARKS/ARGU MENTS 

Applicant has had an opportunity to easily consider me Examines Office 

^Cr^lain in this applied Claints 1 and 6 have heen arnendert 
23 onhe spe^, ^ ^ ^ as 

======= 

and the channel bandwidths." There ,s no mentor of the speed 



'' Fu rt ^ amended claims 1 and 6 hoth inciude the teatute o, —n. 
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. The M transmission channel for ^stemng 

^^^^^^^^ 
signalling is out-band signalling. 

a« further explained in paragraph 64 of Niemela: 

dynamically accord.ng j° ^etenrfw "ee ^^y kept allocated 
principle, at least one «^»^toUm interface packet data transfer, 
to each channel codec ^n«t allocated I to V™** a £ ernately and time- 
Many of the Um interface ' ^^tJ^ tne radio interface. The 
divisionally use one ch annel cod ' tempor ary Abis interface 

Cla.ms 1 and 6, as amende corre sponding to sa.d 

the mobile switching center. "continuously 

Additionally, as noted by the Examtner, N.emela does no. 
scanning said incoming signals and saving sa, ^ * ^ - 
processor.-However.theadd^ 
.his feature either. Rae<z relates generally to a sy tem a P 

— :^rCCrbelng employed to 
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processor, as provided in claims 1 mii. ^ (o rombine 

certain aspects of RaeU, and Spre,zer with ^ (he 

However, the Examiner has provided no refers o, £ ^ ^ - 

Niemela with the feachmg P ^ 0 , Raetz and s P re,zer 

such as "it would have been obvrous . . to P ^ m Rgetz 

suggest on paragraph 0040. App fc. ^ q( „ ^ and 

concluded that the clarms are obvrous ,nv,ew 

absent proper ntotivation. Simply ^f-^ ^^eetthelinritations 

o, claims 1 and 6, as amended, ,s not form _ ^ ^.^ ^ ,„ me 

the -feCha.thedaimed inventor '^'^'^^^''sness- Merely because the 

Calmed elements are IndivMua * * dlfferent prio r an references, 

that it would be obvious to oombrne the elements ^ ^ ^ 

See MPEP §2141 .01 . citing Ex Parte Lewngood, 28 

and int. 1993). and modify Niama la with certain 

Consequently, absent a motrva ateman ts and/or limitations may 

b e individually or separately Known in the pnor art. . 

to combine these teachings for no other rea e cording|y , daims , and 6, as 

This is a classic example o, impermissible ^J^J^ for the raaS ons 

aarended, are further pafenlably distinct over .he references 

discussed herein. 2 . 6 ^ dapand therefrom. 



A „ d-» 2 ~ y P ^ Access ne(work 

Examiner has taken office! n0 ''^ nFDMAneNMrkare not generally Known 
methods and system when .noorporated rt> an FDMA 

itsh ou. support an ^^^^^ISL^^^ 
up0 n which the Examiner regards me matter as technica| and 

Examiner most ^J^^ ^ oT— nowledge. ■ the 
scientific reasoning to support his known jn 



the Examiner. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the reasons detailed above, it is respectfully submitted all claims remaining in 
the application (Claims 1-10) are now in condition for allowance. The foregoing 
comments do not require unnecessary additional search or examinat.cn. 

In the event the Examiner considers personal contact advantageous to the 
disposition of this case, he/she is hereby authorized to telephone John Zanghi, at (216) 
861-5582. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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